Serial No, 10/527, CKH 
;^;j:s5ntoJit Irs R>^>ply to Qfi:.i.ce ;^ctJ.cn mailed ori Jaly 2^), 2m^ 

ThiB Mmn€ment is being filed in response to the Office Action 
?i^ailed. J\ily 28, 200€, which ha^ bean rwl^w^d and carefully 
con^idt^redw Reconsideration and allowanc€$ of the prtsssent 
api;:?lieation in viaw of the amendments ina^^e above and the remarks to 
follow are re^^p^ctfully requested. 

By means of: the present amendment, the current Abstract has 
been delete<i and aubsstituted with the enclosed Hew Abstract which 
better conforms to 0*S. practice. Further, the specif icat ion has 
been amen<3ed for batter conformance to U.S. practice* 

In the Office Action, claiiTiS 2 and 4- € are objecti^d to for 
certain inf ormalltieB In reBPont^e^ claims l- lD have been amended 
for better clarity, including correction of the inforsT^alitieg^ noted 
:by the Exarrdner, aa well as^ beginnlx^j the dependant claims with 
■The' instead of 'AS and: changing character is:ecl in thaf to 
"-wherein-—. Claims l-lO were not a^nended in order to addres^s 
is5sue^ of patentability and Applicants respectfully res^arva all 
rights under the Doctrine of Equivalents^. It is respectfully 
submitted that objection to claims 2 and 4-6 has been overcome, and 
withdrawal of this objection i^ respectf-ully reques^ted. 
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Serial ^k>. Hi/^>.;>7, 0{;7 
.^m^n<terv^: In. R^plv to Offices Action or- ^:)uiy 2i:}^;;6 

III the Office Action, claims 2 and 4-6 are rejected binder 35 
O.S.Gv §112, BBQQTKi paragraph allegedly indafinlte. Witho^at 
agreeing with the Ixamln^r, and in the interest advancing 
prosecution^ claims 2 and 4-S Imve been amended to remove tfo^ 
infor^Tsalities noted by the Examiner. It Is reapactfulXy aubs^itted 
that the rejection o£ claims 2 and 4-S has been overcome and an. 
indication auca 1^ resspectfully requested. 

In the Office fetion^ claimsi 1-2 and 4-10 ar€ rejected und^sr 
3B 1102 (b) as) allegedly anticipated by Patent Mo. 

S,g70, 76S ^Muto) > Further, claim 3 rejected under 35 OvS.Cv 
SlD3fa) aa allegedly uj:ipatentaMe over Muto in view of Patent 
No.: 4,047,069 {^kutsu.) . It ia respectfully eub;uitted that claima 
1-lS are patentable a\^er Muto and i\kutsu for at lea^t the following 
reaaoBB . 

Muto IB directed to a metal halide discharge lamp having a 
diacrharge ve^:^el that includes xenon and metal, halide wh^re even if 
the input power Ib v<vi:r.ied, £::udd.en unintent ipnal eKtinguishiiient d:Oesi 
not occi:ir, and a varying rai^ge of light color can be narrowd. J^s 
recited on column 3, lines 39-41, the ?tietal halid^s includes Hal, 
Scl. and XnX, wher^ the n^ole fraction of Sclj relative I^al is 0.35, 
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and the mole percent of Xnl relative to fel is 10.3 mol%. 

It is r^£5pectfully submitted that the variouB a^^^ount;^ of 

compounds of the tnetal hsilida mixtures in Muto are givan in term^ 

of percent mole relative to Mai. 

In atark contrast ^ the present invention recited i3:^ 

independent claitn 1, and similarly recited in ind^^pamant claim 

^^^i^ongst oth^sr patentable elamaats, requires til Illustrative alphas is 

provided) : 

4 0 to 80% sodium lialida, 

as to S^t tov^^llilllt of saandinm Mliaa. 
i to 1S% teJ^j^isM iudiw halicie, and 
0 to 34% mI^^^^ thallim baiiae. 

S\ic.h a mixture wtiere individual components are given in terma 
of percent weight i^ nowhere taught or Biaggeated in Muto, Rather ^ 
Muto teachea percent or fractions in mole^s relative to Mai . Ik 
mixture specified in tersria of percentage weight i8 nowhere taught 
or Buggestaa in Muto, let alone t:ha particular percentages recited 
in indepexident claims; 1 and 3. Akutsu i^s cited to allegedly show 
other features and doeB not remedy the daficienciea In Muto. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted tlmt independent 
claims X and. 9 is allowable, and allowaiice thereof re aspect fully 
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requested. In addition, it is respectfiilly subxjiitted that claims 
2-8 and 10-14 should also be allowed based at lea^t on thair 
dependence frc^ independent claim 1. 

Clam^ 3-4 and 12-^13 also Includes patentable features. 1^.^ 
correctly noted by the BxaxninBr on page 8 of tJie Office Aotion, 
Muto does Slot teach or sugges^t an outer telb including neodymium, 

recited in claim 3, Column 3, iine^ 47-58 of Akutsti is cited in 
an attempt to .remedy thia deficiency in Muto. It ia respectfully 
submitted that this section of Almtsu merely racites coating the 
outer bulb with neodymii^ oxide t?iixed with phos^phor powder. It is 
respectfully submitted that the particular recitation of claim 3, 
namely neodyuiliins oxide being ^^substantially 2 to 20% by weight with 
respect to the total waight of the outer foulb^ is nowhere taught or 
^uggast in Muto. Akutsu, and co^ibination thereof. 

rXOa 7-8 and coltirt^n ID, Unas 21-25 of Muto are cited in 
rejecting claim 4 on page 6 of tte Office Action. It ia 
v:-^£vp^j^^^^fvjj xy B^itosviitted that theBe section?^ of Muto are completely 
silent about the particular color teKiperature ranges recited in 
claim £5 4 ana 13. 

Further, Miito ^hows in FIG B a chrmaticity change of light 
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color es^itted fro^isi the Muto l^mp operating from 14 wtts to 3S 
ms;tt0. It is respectfully sumitted that M\^to, auch aa in FIG 
doe^ not teaah or suggest a lamp Imviag the particular ??^ixtura 
mcited ill claim 1 a^id emitting ligM. having a color point in, the 
CIl If 31 dia:9ram mtfe an 1- color coordinate in a range fro^^i 
to 0v360. an^ a. color ooordimta. in a mnge from 0;3S0 to Q.3 7S> 
as? r€:;cit€:d io clai?$i 12 . 

In addition, ^gsplicant^ <3<my any ^tata^ment,- position or 
averment of tha Bmmirier that not specif ically adeSrss^^ed foy the 
foregoing argument and reapon^e> Aoy rejections and/or paints of 
aii-gtment m>t addra^^^d would appear to l>e ?^oot in ^i^w of tbis^i 
presented ra?Ti.arks . Howev^^r, tlic Applicants rosserva the rigfet to 
siibmit further argum^nta in support of the above stated position, 
should, that becom neoaaaary * Bo argi^atita are waived! and nona of 
t|:ie Examiner' statement^^ are conceded. 

It ia believed that no additional fees or charges ara 
carreotly due. Howe^er> in tba e^-ent that any additional f^ea or 
charfas are required, tor entra.Boe of tim :aooo??i)a.^ing amendment^ 
th«y may fep char gad to Applicaxita' rapres>$?ntati.ve0 Pap05?it Acoount 
HOv B0-3^4§. In addition, please credit any overpay^^anta related 
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to any fee^ palcS in connection with the accompanying a^^endment to 
Deposit Account Ho. 

In view of the above ^ it is respectfully nubsi^itted that the 
pre^g?nt application in condition for allowance^ and a Hotice of 
AXXowaxic^ la ^arne^tly solicited. 



Enolosur>Bc Abstract 

Applied Technology Center 
111 i^esst Main Street 
Bay Shore, NY 11706 
Telr 1631) SSB-S135 



Respectfully subTi^itted, 




Dicran Hala j ian , Reg ^^3 9,703 
Attorney for Applicant (s) 
October 2, 2 00S 
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